AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 26, 2001

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE—2001-02 REGULAR SESSION

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 363

Introduced by Assembly Member Steinberg
(Coauthors: Assembly Members Aroner, Diaz, Koretz, and
Washington)
(Coauthors: Senators Escutia, Kuehl, and Romero)

February 20, 2001

An act to add Section 6068.5 to the Business and Professions Code,
relating to attorneys.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSELS DIGEST
AB 363, as amended, Steinberg. Attorneys.

Fre Existing law, theState Bar Actspeeifies-the-duties-ef-an-atterney
%ha{—melﬂele—&nrreﬂg—efeher}srowdes that the State Bar is governed by

the Board of Governors that is authorized to formulate rules of
professional conduct for persons licensed to practice law in this state.
Under existing law, the rules recognize that those persons are also
subject to other laws regulating the conduct of attorneys, inclutimg
obligationunder the State Bar A¢d maintain the confidentiality of
information disclosed-te-him-er-hby a client.

This bill would enact the Public Agency Attorney Accountability

Act. The bill would—ae&he%av%ney—emplewd—b%a—sta{&eﬁederal

eeﬂseqﬂeﬁees—ef—that—aewmyake a flndlng and declaratlon by the

Legislature of the competing obligations of public agency attorneys to
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protectthe interests of the public and to protect the confidences of their
client and that a rule of professional conduct be adopted on or before
January 31, 2002, to clarify the circumstances under which public
agency attorneys may act to protect the public interest when that
conduct may disclose client confidences

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no.
State-mandated local program: no.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. This act shall be known amady be cited as the
Public Agency Attorney Accogntability Act.

SEC2—TheLegishaturefinds—and-declaresthat-an-attorney
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23 Ceode:

24  6068.5. (a) The Legislature hereby declares that the Rules of
25 Professional Conduct adopted by the Board of Governors of the
26 State Bar appropriately reference the importance in our justice
27 system of protecting attorney-client confidential communications.
28 However, these rules do not yet adequately acknowledge some
29 important differences that exist between the duties of public
30 agency attorneys and private sector attorneys. Unlike private
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—3— AB 363

sector attorneys, public attorneys owe a duty not only to their
public agency clients but also to the public at large.

(b) The Legislature further finds and declares that the
competing obligations of public agency attorneys to protect the
interests ofhe public and to protect the confidences of their public
agency client may occasionally conflict. There is growing
consensus ithe legal community and the State Bar that the current
Rules of Professional Conduct do not provide adequate guidance
and clarity for public agency attorneys reasonably to determine
the circumstances under which they may properly seek to protect
the public interest even at the risk of disclosing client confidences.

(c) The Legislature finds and declares that there are
circumstances under which a public attorney should be free to
protect the public interest even if that means disclosing
attorney-client confidences. The Legislature therefore finds and
declares that the Rules of Professional Conduct should be
amended to clarify the right of public agency attorneys to strive to
protect the interests of the public under appropriately specified
circumstancesven when that protection may unavoidably risk the
disclosure of client confidences. Every public agency attorney in
the state who is a member of the State Bar, whether employed on
the local, state, or federal level, should be provided adequate
guidance to reasonably determine the circumstances under which
he or she may properly seek to protect the public interest even at
the risk of disclosing client confidences, through the adoption, on
or before January 31, 2002, of a carefully balanced new rule of
professional conduct.
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